Cl VIL SERVI CE COW SSI ON M NUTES
April 17, 2002

A regular neeting of the Gvil Service Commi ssion was held at 2:30 p.m, in
Room 358 at the County Adm nistration Building, |600 Pacific H ghway, San
D ego, California.

Present were:
Gordon Austin
Barry |. Newman
Sigrid Pate

Mary Gaen Brumm tt

Absent was: Roy D xon

Conprising a quorum of the Comm ssion

Support Staff Present:

Larry Cook, Executive Oficer

Ral ph Shadwel |, Seni or Deputy County Counsel
Selinda Hurtado-M Il er, Reporting



ClVIL SERVI CE COWM SSI ON M NUTES
April 17, 2002

2:30 p.m OPEN SESSI ON: Room 358, 1600 Pacific Hi ghway,
San Diego, California 92101

PRE- AGENDA CONFERENCE

Di scussion |ltens Cont i nued Referred W t hdr awn
3, 14 13 12

COMVENTS Motion by Newran to approve all itens not held for discussion;
seconded by Pate. Carried.

CLOSED SESSI ON AGENDA
County Adm nistration Center, Room 458
(Notice pursuant to Government Code Sec. 54954. 2)
Menbers of the Public nay be present at this
| ocation to hear the announcenent of the
Cl osed Sessi on Agenda

No itens for discussion.
~ REGULAR AGENDA
County Adm nistration Center, Room 358
NOTE: Five total mnutes will be allocated for input on Agenda

items unless additional time is requested at the outset and it is
approved by the President of the Conmm ssion.

M NUTES
1. Approval of the Mnutes of the regular neeting of March 20, 2002.

Appr oved.
2. Approval of the Mnutes of the special neeting of March 28, 2002.
Appr oved.
CONFI RVATI ON OF ASSI GNIVENTS
3. Comm ssioners Brummtt and Newman: Fern Steiner, Esq., on behalf of
| gnaci o Santos, forner Correctional Deputy Probation Oficer |, appealing an

C}der)of Renoval and Charges fromthe Departnent of Probation. (See attached
meno.

Wendel | Prude, S.E. I.U. Local 2028, explained to the Comm ssion that the
Union has a system in place (albeit not perfect) for incom ng
di sci plines and appeals. M. Prude offered a visual of the notebooks
that are categorized by enployee nane. On the day that M. Santos

request for an appeal was received in the office of SEIU Local 2028, a
tenporary enpl oyee, unfamliar with the system filed the request into
t he proper notebook, however critical clerical steps were inadvertently
bypassed and the appeal was not tine%y sent to the Conmm ssion. M.
Prude requested that the Conm ssion find good cause for |ateness in this
matter.



W Iliam Songer, Sr. Deputy County Counsel, offered that the Departnent
woul d not object if good cause was found.

Motion by Newran to treat explanation as good cause, and to include
M. Santos’ appeal; seconded by Pate. Carri ed.

Comm ssioners Brummtt and Newran confirnmed as hearing officers.

4. Comm ssioners Brummtt and Newvan: Fern Steiner, Esq., on behalf of Lisa
Al manza, fornmer Correctional Deputy Probation Oficer |, appealing an O der
of Renoval and Charges fromthe Departnent of Probation.

Confi r med.
5. Commi ssioners Brummitt and Newwan: Fern Steiner, Esq., on behalf of
Mari bel Herrera, former Correctional Deputy Probation Oficer |, appealing an
Order of Renoval and Charges fromthe Departnent of Probation.

Confi r med.
6. Comm ssioners Brummtt and Newman: Fern Steiner, Esq. on behal f of

Stacy Slaten, former Correctional Deputy Probation Oficer | i appeal i ng an
Order of Renoval and Charges fromthe Departnent of Probation.

Confi r med.
7. Commi ssioners Brummitt and Newran: Fern Steiner, Esqg., on behalf of
Karen Abbott, fornmer Correctional Deputy Probation Oficer |, appealing an
Order of Renoval and Charges fromthe Departnent of Probation.

Confi r med.
8. Commi ssioners Brunmmtt and Newman: Fern Steiner, Esq., on behalf of
Arwen Em |y Daum fornmer Correctional Deputy Probation Officer |, appealing
an Order of Renoval and Charges fromthe Departnent of Probation.

Confi r med.
9. Commi ssioners Brunmmitt and Newran: Fern Steiner, Esq., on behalf of
Allen Al ejandro, former Correctional Deputy Probation Oficer |, appealing an
Order of Renoval and Charges fromthe Departnent of Probation.

Confi r med.
10. Conm ssioners Brummtt and Newvan: Fern Steiner, Esqg., on behalf of Tro
Batton, former Correctional Deputy Probation Officer |, appealing an Order o
Renoval and Charges fromthe Departnent of Probation.

Confi r med.

11. Conmmi ssioner Austin: Everett Bobbitt, Esq. on behalf of Stephen Maxin,
Deputy Sheriff, appealing an Order of Denotion and Charges (from Sergeant)
fromthe Sheriff's Departnent.

Confi r ned.



W THDRAWAL S

12.  Comm ssioner Austin: Wendell Prude, S E. |I.U Local 2028, on behal f of
Jack M Richardson, Custodian, appealing an Order of Reduction in Step for
Six (6) Months and Charges fromthe Ofice of the Medical Exam ner

W t hdr awn.
DI SCRI M NATI ON
Conpl ai nts

13. Melissa Roose, forner Confidential Paral egal, Ofice of County Counsel,
al l eging age, gender, and non-job related discrimnation by the Ofice of
County Counsel

RECOMMENDATI ON: - Assign an Investigating O ficer and concurrently appoint
EhekCIflce of Internal Affairs to conduct an investigation and report
ack.

Staff anmended its recommendation to continue this matter due to
i npendi ng settl enent negotiations. Continued.

SELECTI ON PROCESS
Conpl ai nts

14. Daniel Vasquez, Admnistrative Analyst 1I, HHSA  appealing the
Depart ment of Human Resources' decision that he is ineligible to conpete in
the recruitnent for the classifications of Senior Accountant and
Adm ni strative Analyst 111,

RECOVMVENDATI ON:  Deny Request.

M. Vasquez addressed the Comm ssion regarding |etters of support from
uPper_nanagenent to substantiate his work experience pertaining to the
classifications of Senior Accountant and Adm nistrative Analyst 111.
The letters of support were approved by the initial analyst assigned to
these two exans, and confirnmed via e-mail correspondence. Sone tine
|ater, further e-mail correspondence from another anal yst expl ai ned t hat
the letters of support would not be accepted by DHR thus negating
apFeIIant’s eligibility. M. Vasquez requested a copy of a witten DHR
policy regarding letters of support and was told a policy was non-
exi st ent.

Charles Nares, Deputy D rector, Human Resources, explained that DHR
accepts responsibility for the error and admts to inconsistencies in
the practice of accepting support letters fromdepartnent nanagers. He
enphasi zed that in reviewing all of the applicants for the above two
classifications, no one was found eligible by letters of support or
letters of justification, placing all applicants on a fair playing
field. Everyone, per DHR, was treated fairly; eligibility was based on
education and experience, only.

The Comm ssion noted that because there has been no witten policy,
there may have been selection processes in the past where letters of
support were accepted as proof of eligibility. The fact that there has
been inconsistencies in this “best practice”, and that there is now a
need for a witten policy and County-w de conmmuni cation of said policy,
pl aces this matter in a tenuous status. M. Vasquez’ appeal is unique
due to the e-mail correspondence both accepting and rejecting the



letters, and in that vein, he should not be penalized for lack of a
policy and inconsistency within DHR

Motion by Newran to grant request for a Rule X hearing; seconded by
Pate. Conm ssioner Pate Assigned.

Ayes: Austin, Newman, Pate
Noes: Brumm tt
Abst enti ons: None

OTHER MATTERS
Ext ensi on of Tenporary Appoi ntnents
15. Alternate Public Defender
1 Deputy Alternate Public Defender (Craig Leff)
RECOMVENDATI ON: Ratify Item No. 15.
Item No. 15 ratified.
16. Public Input.
ADJOURNMENT:  3:15 p.m
NEXT MEETING OF THE CIVIL SERVI CE COVM SSI ON W LL BE MAY 15, 2002.



